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ABSTRACT 

The numbers and status of limited-English-proficient 
(LEP) students in the Austin (Texas) Independent School District 
(AISD) are described for the 1989-90 school year. During that year, 
4,494 LEP students were served by the AISD schools: 3,481 elementary 
school students, 531 middle/ junior high school students, and 482 high 
school students. The LEP population in the school system was 90% 
Hispanic; Vietnamese speakers were the next largest segment, at 4%. 
In all, there were 4,042 Hispanic students; 32 Black students; and 
420 American Indian, Asian, and White students. Most (90%) LEP 
students in the AISD were from low-income families, and 38% were 
overage. Most (88%) LEP students were in regular LEP programs, with a 
few assigned to special education or modified instruction. Students 
needing additional services transferred to other schools that provide 
enhanced services. Such transfers in the year are detailed. In 
general, rates for the LEP program were similar to districtwide rates 
for attendamce, discipline, retention, dropouts, and mean grade point 
average. However, compared to the districtwide ranges, LEP students 
performed less well in discipline at the middle and junior high 
levels; there were higher dropout rates and lower mean grade point 
average at the high school level. Data about the LEP students in the 
AISD are presented in four graphs and five tables. (SLD) 
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A LOOK AT LIMITED'ENGLISH'PROFICIENT STUDENTS IN AISD 



All students new to AISD 
complete a Home Language 
Survey upon entry. For 
those who indicate a language 
other than English (LOTE) in 
the home, identification 
procedures are completed to 
determine whether or not the 
students are limited English 
proficient (LEP). In the 
1989-90 school year (official 
Octot>er counts), 4,494 
students were served in LEP 
progranis-3,481 elementary 
students (grades Prc-K-6), 531 
middle^unior high students 
(grades 6-8), and 482 high 
school students (grades 9-12). 
An additional 679 students 
denied such services at the 
request of their parents. The 
LEP population served is 90% 
Hispanic, 1% Black, and 9% 
Other (see Figure 1). 

Most (90%) of AISD's LEP 
students are low income. Over 
one third (38%) are overage, 
while smaller percentages are 
receiving special education or 
giftedAalented education 
services (see Figure 2). 

Most LEP students served 
(88%) are Spanish speakers. 
Speaken of Vietnamese (4%) 
make up the next largest 
segment of the LEP population, 
followed by speakers of Chinese 
(2%) and Korean (2%). Alto- 
gether, ftudents in LEP pro- 
gramt represent 57 different 
language groups (see Figure 3). 
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* This group is made up of Aaerican Indian, Asian, and White 
students. 



FIGURE 2 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AISD'S LEP STUDENTS 
(Pr«-K-12) 1989-90 
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FIGURE 3 

LANGUAGES SPOKEN BY LEP STUDENTS 
(Pre-K-12) 1989-90 
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Hispanic and Vietnamese students make up the majority of AISD*s LEP population. Figure 4 presents a 
breakdown of these groups by grade and language dominance. 

FIGURE 4 

HISPANIC AND VIETNAMESE LEP POPULATIONS BY LANGUAGE DOMINANCE 
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Most of AISD^ LEP students are in regular LEP programs. Much smaller numbers of students receive special 
education or modiried instruction; or have declined LEP services at the request of their parents (see Figure 5). 

FIGURES 

AISD'S LEP STUDENT POPULATION BY INSTRUCTIONAL OPTION AND GRADE 
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SERVICES PROVIDED TO AISD'S LEP STUDENTS 



AISD offers a bilingual education program provid- 
ing dual language instruction in major content 
areas. Other services available include an English as 
a Second Language (ESL) program providing inten- 
sive English instruction, the Language Arts Mastery 
Process (LAMP) providing an oral language arts 
prognnit modified instruction providing special 
assistance to meet individual student needs, and 
services through special education. In some situ- 
ations a combination of programs may be recom- 
mended. The program a particular LEP student 
would participate fn depends on the student's home 
language, grade level, and language dominance. 
Paimit permission is required for all programs. 



FIGURE 6 
TOTAL LEP POPULATION (1989-90) 
PROGRAM SERVICE (N=517?>* 
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*The number of students in LAMP was unknown at the time of the 
October, 1989 counts. Thus, these students are not represented 
here. 



Students requiring additional services may need to transfer to other campuses where enhanced services (bilin- 
gual at elementary and middle school and enhanced ESL at high school) are offered. In 1989-90» there were 
317 bilingual transfers (257 Spanish, 59 Vietnamese, and 1 Other). The number of transfers was greater at the 
secondary level than at the elementary level, with 180 (57%) taking place in grades 6-12» and 137 (43%) in 
grades K-6). Transportation to the schools where enhanced services are offered is provided to LEP students. 

FIGURE 7 
BILINGUAL TRANSFERS 1989-90 
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• 151 elementary LEP students transferred to 17 different elementary schools in 1989-90, with the 
largest number (52) transferring to Brown Elementary (one site for Vietnamese instruction). 

• 162 middle/junior high LEP students transferred to two middle/junior highs during 1989-90, with the 
largest number (139) transferring to Martin Junior High (the middle/junior high site for bilingual 
instruction). 

• 59 high school LEP students transferred to three high schools in 1989-90, with the largest number (49) 
transferring to Johnston High School. 
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HOW AISD'S LEP STUDENTS ARE PERFORMING 



Figure 8 compares rates for students in LEP programs, by grade level, to districtwide rates for attendance, 
discipline, rclcniion, dropouts, and mean grade point average (CPA). In general, the program rales arc 
similar lo disiricfwide rales. However, noticeable differences exist in discipline rates ai the middle/junior high 
level. and in dropout rales and mean GPA al ihe high school level . In these areas, LEP studenis perform less 
well ihan other siudenis (see Figure 8). 



FIGURE 8 

PROGRESS INDICATORS (SPRING 1990) 
LEP PROGRAM COHPARED TO OVERALL DISTRICT 
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A loial ^i513 siudenis in grades 1-12 
exiled LEP programs in 1989-90. 
These sludents spent between 1.6 and 
7.6 years in LEP programs before 
exiting, wilh an average duralion of 
3.6 years (sec Figure 9). 



Other notable outcomes are: 

• 109 high school graduates in 1989-90 were LEP or formerly LEP. 

• 4% of LEP Sludents (58 of 1.546) who exiled during the last four years reentered LEP programs in 1989-9(). 

• Only 15% of 9th-grade LEP students mastered the Writing section of TEAMS, as compared to 39^r for ilic 
Reading/Language Arts section, and 45% for the Mathematics section. 




Achievement outcomes are an important indicator of student progress. For mo'^e information about the 
achievement of LEP students, see the Annual Report on Student Achievement 1989-90 (ORE Pub. No. 
89.36). 

Further information cbcut LEP students may be found in the final evaluation reports for Priority Schools, 
Chapter 1 /Chapter 1 Migrant, GENESYS, Title VII, and Systemwide Testing. 
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